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THE TILTON-BEECHER TRIAL.

—_—

THE TESTIMONY ALL IN.

INTERREST PELT IN THE ¥INAL BVIDENCE—LARGE
AND ATTENTIVE AUDIENCES—COUNEEL FOR THE
DEFENDANT OBTAIN AN ADJOURNMENT UNTIL
WEDNEEDAY —MR. EVARTS AND EX-JUDGE PORTER
T0 SUM UP FORL THE DEFENDANT, MR BEACH
FOBR THE FPLAINTIFF—THE LAST WIINESBES—
DRIEF TESTIMONY FROM HEXRY C. BOWEN, THE
ERV., EDWARD EGGLESTON, H. B. CLAFLIN,
CHARLES RTORRE, GEORGE W. UHLER, JOHN C.
BOUTHWICK, AND OTHERS.

In the Tilton-Beecher trial yesterday the enr-
rebuttal for the defendant wos closed, thus com-
pleting the taking of testimony. At the request of
the defendant’s counsel the Court adjourned until
nexst Wednesday morning, when the summing up
for the defendant will begin. ‘Calvin J. Mills,
Henry C. Bowen, the Rev. Edward Eggleston, I1. B,
Claflin, Charles Storrs, George W, Uliller, Wallace E.
Caldwell, and John C. Southwick testified in enr-
rebuttal for the defendant. Their evidence was
fragmentary, and principally in contradiction of
some of the plaintil’s witnesses, Jolin Eliot Dowen
and Marshall J. Morrell gave minor evidence for the
plaintiff, The andience was larger than nsual. Mr.
Evarts announced that only four or five days would
Dbe taken for the arguments of himself and Mr.
Yorter. Mr, Deach will consume only two or three
days more, aod the case will probably close about

June 1.
i—

THE FINAL ECENES REFORE THE SUMMING
UP.

The cloging daya of taking testimony in the great
1rial derived their chief interest from the distinet-
nees with which the points of evidenes touched upon
were brought out,  The rules of law goveruing the
rebuttal aud sur-rebuital were strictly  applied,
and they cleared away the great mass of
collatern] matter which had accumulated  dur-
ing the trial, so that the points of difference
wnd econtradictions  in the testimomy  of  the
oppoking witnesses stood ont more sharply than
rver before. Several times within the lust few days
the witnesses whose evidence was conflicting were
Lronght face to fuce, and cach was asked to swear
positively to the tmth or falsehiood of the other's
statements, This produced more than one dramatic
episode, especially when some of the main witnesses
reappeared, and, as it were, summed up i a few de-
sisive words the salient features of their whole evi-
denee,

The andiences have boen large for the last werek,
Tut yesterday the court-room  Was  even  more
crowded than nsual. The alsles were filled with
campchairs, aud every inch of room around
1he tables of the counsel and reporters was
wccupied, Oue lady, who wus unable to get
snto the room, was assisted to stand upon
@ chair placed  just without the doorway
Yeading from Chambers, from which place of vantaze
ghie was able to peer over the heads of the andience
Sute the court-room. Mr. Beecher, who bad been
absent for a day or two at Peckskill, ewme in with
Jiis wife severa] minutes before 11 o'clock. He ap-
peard to be in excollent spirits, and smiled and
chatted with great animation,

Althoughi the end of the trial was known to b
yery near, vet there was considerable snrprise yester-
day when it was suddenly announced, about five
yuinutes befors 3 o'clock, that the last witness had
Fiven his testimony, and the case on both sides was
yeady to be summed up and given to the jury.
Judge Neilson exhibited unmixed satisfaction when
Mr. Evarts announced that be rested the defendunt’s
anse, The counscl on both gides also appeared re-
Jieved, and the jurymen looked at one another and
sgmiled as if well pleased that their long con-
finement was nearly  over.  The report-
ers appearsd 1o reanly  to throw up ther
Yats and choer, thers Were many con-
gratnlations  and  hand-skakings  among them,
%ir. Evarts etated that on  acconnt of the
Jarge accamulation of evidence, and becinse their
sile would have to begin the summing up. the conn-
sl for the defondant desired o short interval for
preparation.  Judge Forter amd himself were to
givide the work of summing up the defendant’s case,
pud they would like an adjournment until pext
Wednesduy morning.

Mr. Beach stated that personally he shonll prefer
g0 go on with the cuse on Monday, but i}llmm:h 1t
aronld be o personal saerifice to Lim. he was willing
to obilige Judge Porter and Mr. Evarts by aceeding
go the request for an adjournment, Judze Neilson
swcordingly eranted Mr. Evarts's request, amd the
gonrt adjourned until Wednesduy moruing st 11
o ¢clock.

Before the opening of the afternoon session Mr.
B.varts and Mr, Beach sat for several minntes talk-
hng and joking with the jurymen. The subject of
gheir conversation was the proposed adjuaronment.
Whe jurymen were strongly desirons of going on with
the case without an adjoarnment, but they yielded
Rinally to the wish of the vconnsel,

After the sdjourmment all the connsel on both
pides assembiled in Judge Neilsan's room, where they
bl o private conference concerning the futnre man-
peement of the case. Mr. Deecher atood for some
fime after the conrt adjourned surrounded by his
Iriends, who shook his hand aod congrat ulated him
Blat the trial woe so near its completion. Mr
Beecher laughed and  chatted busily, and Mrs.
Fioecher stood by smiling pleasantly, but speaking
wery hittle.

Mr, Tilton remained standing mlome for several
minutes, Hedid not glance in the direction of the

wup of persone snrrounding Mr. Beecher.  He bas

weent very busy with tne papers in the case during
the whole trial, and his face wore an expression of
yolief that his work was done. e left the court-
bouse in company with his eonnsel, after they had
Boished their conferenee with Judge Neilson.

On Wednesday moming Jodep Porter will bedn
Lo sum up for the defendant. He will oecnpy about
gwo days with bis argument, which will be devoted
almost entirely to an analysis of the testimony. Mr.
Eovarts will follow him with another two days’ ar-
Eument, devoted to the general legal features of the
gnse. The two lawyers will endeavor not to repeat

e anuther's angunents,

Mr. Beach will conduct the whole of the sl ar-
;nm-nl for the plaintiff. e will begin as soon as

Ry
‘“'
anid

r. Evarts has finished, and will occupy about two
daye 1t s undemsiood that Judge Neilnow's charge
will not be very long, and he expects that e cas
w i1l be tinished in the first week in June,

THE CLOSING TESTIMONT.

The first witness prt on the stand by the defendant
\geaterday was Galvio 4. Mills, who s engaged in
an editorial capacity an The Now-York Harald, 1t
vumugh!wmb’hmﬁmwm”
dal publication had been eroulated in printed stips
,norwiuwh Woodhell § Clager's Weoldy.
After agood desi of argument by the ceuned on
Luth sides the testimeny af tine witness wes rafed
out by Judge Kellson, and Mr. Fvarts withdrew the
guestion which had alveady been put to him.

Henry C. Bowen wes recalled by the defendamnt
@ further cross-examination. Hs appeasance cre-
ated snother otir in ¢he sndience. He eame forward
with a quick, nervoms sbep, geve his testimony
‘Sriefly, and sfter being obout five mimates m the

- gand stepped down again md Gmappeared @nong
Ahe spectators. He sobetantlally reiterated lie
i mmmmmmumm
futerview at Mr. Precland’s house, and about the
Woodstock hostex, amd bis alleged stasements to Ms.

Fegleston.
Ihe Rov, Fiwend Epgiesten immedistely falowed
.r.hwmhﬁ““r- Mr. Eheasrma
Lim ¥ s eosupuiien Bod met (hanged dwes
Last befare the Censt. ~ Well, Bin"
Feplicd Mr. Fgaten, “when 1 was bems befom I
paid | was lectaper, sathor, and clexgyman ; now 1
pm principrlly clergyman, Sir. The leeturer and
puthor have beea rather sunk out of sight, I believe.”

Mr. Eggleston's examination was short. He repeated
in snbstance the statements alleged to have been
made to him by Mr. Bowen, and which Mr. Bowen
had denied,

Horace B, (Maflin and Charles Storrs were sueces-
sively called to the stand by the defendant’s conn-
sel.  Both of them declared that they had never be-
fore geen the document assertad to be the submission
to arbitration ngreed upon between Mr. Bowen and
Mr. Tilton, and written by Mr. Moulton, They sab-
stantially reasserted the points eof their evidence
which had been called in question by Mr. Bowen.

George W. Uller, the owner of the honse in
Clinton-st. ocenpied by Mr. Moulton in 1871, and
Wallace E. Caldwell, were both called by the de-
fendant to contradict the statement that there was
no portrait of Mr, Beecher in Mr. Monlton's house in
Clinton-st. Doth swore that they had seen a large
portrait of Mr. Beecher in the parlor of that house
when 1t was occupied by Mr, Moulton.

John C. Sonthwick was ealled for the defendant
to contradict some of the statementa of Mr. Wood-
ruff, but much of the evidence which it was desired
to draw from him was ruled out. On the eross-ex-
amination of this witness Mr. Beach eaused much
merriment by abmptly asking him if he had any
bets on the result of this trial.  The witness admit-
ted that he bad had a bet of $100 of that kind, but
had withdrawn it in anticipation of being called as
a witness, Mr, Soutbwick was the last witness for
the defendant,

The plaintiil’s counsel called John Elint Nowen, a
eon of Henry (. Bowen, who swore that in 1570—he
thonght it was in December of that year—he had
delivered a note from his father to Mr. Freeland, amd
received the reply, “ I'll attend to i," or something
equivalent to that,

Marshall J. MorreT), an architect, was also ecalled
for the plaintiff. He brought with him a drawing
which he hud made of the rear of Mr. Ovington's
hoose, and the sitnation of the adjoining buildinga.
His testimony was intended to support the assertion
of Mr. Martin that he and Mrs, Tilton had sat on
the back pazza of Mr. Ovington’s house to find a
cool place on the afternoon when Gen. Traey and
Miss Bessie Turner had their mnterview at that honse.

AR
TNE PROCEEDINGS—VERBATIM.
e ——

THE TRIRUNE'S EDITORIAL  COMMENTS

CRITICISED.,

The Court met at 11 a, m., pursnant to ad-
journment.

Judge Neilson—Are you ready to proceed, gentlemen t

Mr, Fullerton—1f your Honor please, I desire to eall
attention to a brief editorial in one of the mornlug
pupers, of this morning.

Mr. Beach—Name the paper

Mr. Fullerton—Tug New Yok Tuinese,

Mr. Beacli—|Softo roce.]  The oftieiad pagur of this
Court,

Mr. Follerton—Well, it is an editorial,
follows

As ustal, the Reoeher teial was enlivened yesterday by
some eholee exlibivions of legal biackguandism,

And then goes on to guote s question put to Mra, Oving-
ton while on the stand, and ber answer ; also an ohservy
tion made by Mrs. Ovington to me, and my reply. Mrs
Ovington's answer to the question was as follows: “ It
i# false"—nnd then trning to me, when she wis nof
nnder examination by me, and in an excited manner, awd
with a good deal of gestienlations—

Mr. Beach - And emphasis,

Mr. Fullerton—And emplosds, sald: = It b5 false, M1
Fullerton,” when 1 replied :

Well, you can repest It aea'n, Mrs. Ovington, if yon
think i1 becomes & ldy to do dl. You eed uot approgel
and wddress me 0 that kKind of #tyle. 1 you lurget you
wrv i ldy, others muy forget 1t aleo,

Now, the writer of thut article eonld por have nnder-
stood that T was not examining Mrs. Ovington at the
time, but my friend Mr. Shearman wos, and that abe had
no right to turn aud sddress e by name, i a lond fone,
too, nnd in such an empbatie manpner, Why she diditd
rertuinly did not at the time anderstand, bot T did think,
althongh sl wis o lady, that 1t was sneb a pleee of Imper
tinenee, not to say anthing harsher, that it required some
alse pyation from me by way of rebake. 1f the Ludy had
been under examination by me, Ity of conrse, would have
been a very diffepent matter, hut she wus not, and she
hadd 1o oecaslon and no right to address me in o public
court-room in that kind of way, colling me by natne, s
repeating the answer in the manner, which wus very of.
fensive, which she dlil

Jndpe Nellsen—1 appreciate what the counsel says,
and regret execedingly that such an article shonld ag-
pear in that paper. T remember the oceasion anid reeol-
leet it a8 eonnsel now states it and regret that Mrs
Ovipgton shoald at the moment huve forgotten berself so
far as to make the remark whoch shie did, espeetally ta
cotipse] who wiis pot then examining her or speaking te
her

Mr. Fallerton— Mre Ovington andonbtedly discovered
her mistake, beeanse she apologized (o & morent, and th
apology wis necrptid at the time

Judge Nellson—The error of the urticle goes quite hack
besond that. The reference in the trst Hue—will you be
kind enough to repeat it.

Mr. Fullerton—The langnage is this, Sir:“As asmal”

Judge Nellson—* As usnal.”

Mr. Fullerton Jeontinuing]—* The Beecher trial was en
lvened yesterduy by svme chivlce exhibitions of legal
blackmnurdism."

Jnder Nellson—"Well, now, thut will do, Tconsider that
the offensive part of the article. The reference to M,
Ovington, no doubt, proceeds in A measure from mlsagp-
prehension—the supposition perbaps that you wus deal-
ing with the witness. But the expresgion thnt this trial,
on the oceasion yreterday, or any other day, has been
charscterized by * the usnal,” or any bisckguardism, is
an unpardonable offense. I, in one way and another, dar
ing my experience here and at the bar, have seen. very
many trigls botly contested, efvil and erimiual, and @
have pever seem A case where eounsel have treated each
other and treated witnesses with more courtesy and
cireumspertion than in this case. 1 think that remark
by the editor of that paper wae a most wnpurdonabhe
o¥enee, and enlls for an apology from him,

Mr. Evarte—I think, if your Honor plesse, my friend
Mr. Fullerton will not disagree in what [ shall may in re-
spect to Mra, Ovington. Altogether, T think, too much of
the occurrence was made of the matter by the press, of
conree, We agree that that is not o fair represcutation
of it, but T am inelined to think that there ls too much aof
an inference of impropriety on the part of Mra. Ovincton,
from the manner in which my friend Mr. Fullerton took
ftap. Now, we cannot peprodoes in print all that ocenrs
fn court. Mr. 8hearmun wus standing bebind Mr. Faller-
ton, o usual, in his position and onr position, amd exam-
Ining Mrs, Ovington, Mr. Fullerton, as wis his right,
wis watehing the witness closely and looking in her face,
aa preparing for @ crossexmpination. Mrs. Ovington,
observing in s face an expreaston wiich she regurded
e distr@tinl, in some dogres, of her statement, did, with-
out any fustifiention, under the rules of @ving evidence,
make an observation to Lim, and T think made it
very good naturedly, as far ae 1 recollect: but Mr
Fullerton @id not treat it in that sense exactly, bot
treated 1t as an impropriety, and epoke as he 18 reported
10 have spoken. Then Mm. Ovington apologized ; Mr.
Fallertonm then aeeepted her apology ; and there Taup-
pose the thing shiould have ended, the people who saw
and remember the whole, Including the jury, and your
tionor, and the rest of 0s, anderstanding the matter
much more Alstinetly than by any production in print by
mere words that passed eitber one way or the other. 1
am sure Mr. Fullertoo eannot think thst Mre. Ovington
mtended any affront to him in what whie madd, and we
must admis that there was no oocasion for her speaking
again in repetition of heT ADAWEr &8 Matier of evidenes,
bt she wae drswn tute # by Mr. Fullerton’s position and
serutiny of her coumtenance, and the expreasion of Lis,
and the very amicahle miafions that had been established
hetween M. Ovington and Mr. Fallerton on U previou
and eross i3

Indge Reflwn—That act on M. (rvingtom's part wis
toeidental, and perhapes patursl 0 8 persou not much e
mutomed W0 proceoding In eourt, awd 1 think abe had
been treated very properiy, and with courtesy, In ber
previons exsmimstion, and but for the menton of $he
etrenmetanee in the press 1 think it would bave pasesd
off mthdactorlly and plessantly. 1 do not think even st
the moment (had Mr. Fullerton had 8 wisli 0 cenwsome

M. Orvington.

A OOKRECTION OF THE PRINTED RECORIL
Mr. Evarta—I{ your Honor please, there is a
mtter L Uhe evidence fneldentally brought te notee by
a8 examination of Mr. Monlton as 0 & particular pessage
in Mr Beccher's tostimony, aud we bave salod Ghe
senographer Lo make e proper FLAUden D ae
whother (e thouse a4 printal was currosUy priwted er
wot, usd e s made

Jwiys Nefines— Arw e wand = watfing

Mr. Bvaste—Yeu, i, @ %0 the word “peading”™ R W
o page 45 of the @iied velaiss, in the sosund eohema,
very near the foot, and B 1 s cluusc. In speakiug of
M Menleon he muyn:

He would say, “ id
17 wr sowetidng o

1t is Leaded us

e

“ ao and 80! or = Da you

ﬁ:::ﬁn, and 1 wwldthnl'l:t

for & Weoment (o make some reply—* Yea," of

stantially that,” or something ke that, and then woald

—repeated one tourht and lnuthrrl.bvuﬁ:l.lb
tempting to go over in my mind, some what, the ta of
the conversation that had Immediate] tm
and which eoncernid my feelingm tnnrl . Tilton

his family ; that was the last part of the interview befure
the making [instead of reading] of the memorsndom.

Judge Nellaon—Mr. Stenographer, does the character
nsed for the word *resding” also represent the word
“ writine 1™

The Stenographer—Nn, Sir; it does not look a it lke it

Judge Netlson—What 1

The Stenographer—It does look at all like if.

Judge Nellson—They are totally unlike ¥

The Stemographer—Yes, Sir.

Mr. Morris—Then it turns ont that Mr. Shearmun's
reasoning was not correct.

Mr. Shearman—T will appeal to Mr. Munson, who is
quite expericnced, as to whether 1 was right, 1f yon fosist
npon it

Mr. Beach—Twm't be all talking at onee,

Mr. Morria—Well, I Lave o right to talk, because I had
the floor first.

Mr. Beach—Well, T was trying to quiet Mr. Ehearman.

Mr. Morris—Yon have got a hard task.

Mr. Beach—No; not very hard,

Judge Nellmm—&ery well, gentlemen; 1 am satisfied.

Mr. Shearman—Well, then, your Honor, [ wish to make
this explanation. Mr. Munson spoke te me acroas the
table, saying that since the time whea I practiced phone-
graphy (for I used to practiee it—when Ma Tliton did) the
system hid changed—I was told the system had changed,
that there are now four or five systema, Mr. Muonson
will bear me ont that, under the old Pitman eystem,
“read™ and * write” were written very much alike—
Just & litla Aifference in the turn or ervok. That was
under Pitman's systen.

Mr. Munson-That waa very sarly: in the earlier edl-
tons It was ko,

Mr. Morris—That |s outlawed.

Mr. Evarts—We are not proceeding under that now:
we have asked the stenographer to get his own notes
give us the correction.

Judge Neilson—Yes, Have we any more witnesses !

Horaee I, Claflin wus recailed on bebalf of the defgnd-
ant.

Judge Nellson—Good morning, Mr, Claflin,

Mr. Claflin—CGood morning, #ir.

Mr. Shearman—The paper is not in court upon which
we proposed to examine Mr. Clafling Judge Morria ks
sent for it

Mr. Beach—Cant we do something else while he I
gone ¥

Mr. Shearman—Mr. Claftin, we will excbange you for
apother witness,

Judge Nellson—Take a seat below for & moment, Mr

Claflin,
e
TESTIMONY OF CALVIN J. MILLS.

Calyin J, Mills wag called and sworn on be-
half of the defendant,

By Mr. Hill=Where do yon reside, Mr. Mills1 A. In
Brooklyu.

Q. How long have yon lived In Brooklynt A. 1bave
lived in New York and Brooklyn about 17 years—orri-
stonally 1 Uyed in New-York, and sometimea in Brook!yn.

(). Are you acquainted with both of the purties to this
action? A. ©am vot; [ am sequainted with Mr. Beecher,
bt not with Mr. Titen.

Q. What Is your present onsiness? A, An editor, Bir

Q. How long have yon been enzaged in the Lusiness of
anvditor? A. T commenced, I think, the year after the
Mogiean waure; whieh I think was 1549, ®ir,

. And have been coguged 0 the business ever einre !
A. Not ever sinee,

@ Neasly wll the while ¥ AL The most part of the time.
Sir,

(. At what place? A, At Buffalo T eonmenced; [ have
poen in New York about six years now

Q. What papers have you been engoged npon? A.Tn
Buffale ou The Iuffalo Courierand The By fulo Evening
Fost,

Q. And in New-York! A, InNew-York on The Stond
ard, aud where | am at pregent—on The Herald.

Q Were you 0 engaged in New York in 1572 any part
of the year? A, Yes, Bir: all the year.

(. On what pupers tirst? A In the first half of the
year on The Standard, and from July en The Heraid.

@ Do yon recallect at any time during the year 1872—
1 will pass thut guestion at present.  Did you, doring the
year 1872, aee what was called the Woedhinll seandui—
the pullieation In The Woodhull & Claftin Weekly called
the Woodbull seandal ¥ A, I did, Bir.

Q. When dild you see It, Mr. Mill=Y Teaw [* prblislied
in the Woudlinll paper abont election time, 1872, 1 thiuk
about the 18t of November.

4, Now, Sir, did you examine the article at that time 1
A, Yen, Bir.

Q. Read It throngh? A. Tieannot say that I read it
through eertainly, but I think T did.

G Be kind enongh to losk at this pubiication anil see if
it L& the snme which you read—that is, the sabject muat-
tert [Handing witness Woodhull & Clafin’s Weeldy, |
A. Yes, Sir, 1t s

Q. Now, Mr. Mills, had you at any time prior fe your
readhing and exatiioation of this publication seen The
sitbistanies of 1o type, either I proof-slips ur other form.
weare that time?

Alr. Fullerton—That [s obieeted to. One moment

Julee Nellsoni—We Dol shat sabjeet ap a month agn,
Mr. HIL

Mr. Hilk=1 knaw it

Mr. Evarta—Ent your Honor will nutice thit ofher evi
denee lns been ghven on thelr part,

Juidge Nellson—Then you may turn to the specific
statemonts that have been given by anybody, which you
have o right to meet. I want to gel you to apply the
same prineiple that you inslsted npon yesterday.

Mr. Evirts— Exactly ; we agree, if your Honor pleaas,
when it goes to the contradietion of the witness, any
statements, but this 1w onr point. In the rebuttiog evi-
denee of the plaintif a witness was prodiuced who had
the conduct of Lhe press or publication for Mrs. Womdhull
uf hier paper.

Judge Nellson—=Mr. Andrewnt

Mr. Evarts—No, Sir.

Mr. Beach—Mr. Mitehell

Mr. Evarta-Mr. Andrews was iotroduced  and spoke,
but Mr. Mitchell, if that was Lis ngue—the printer,

Mr. Morris—Mr. Woud,

Mr, Evarte— Mr. Wood—and showed the suspension of
that paper during s certain period, amd that there were
no proofs of the actual publieation—that i», no proofs of
thi= in print, as it came out actually in that paper—no
prelinguary proofs of that thet weee mnde ar could bave
peen made ot that press or in that publication eariler
than & certain date

Judge Neilson—Yes, a day or two before the paper was
T N

Mr, FEvarte—Yes, 8ir; it was to preclode the idea that
our witnesses were right in saying that they hsd scen
)lipe.  Our witnesses lusd gadd that they had seen slips in
the ands of Mrs. Woodhull and in the presence of Mr,
Tiltom, &e. Now, these witnesses were, as [ understand
it, etore, excluded by your Honor—oa | was not in courtg
at that thime—on the ground of ita being a collateral -
quiry, and that we were not Lo go into I My own view
of the matter—to present upon the aspect of the case a8
it then atood—was that it was good prineipal evidence,
and it was s0 presentad by my assochites to your Hooor,

Judge Nellson—No, 1t was excluded because the at
tempt wis 1o show that dlips had passed from hand to
hand, were Enown, were the same seen by dhe culored
witness.

Mr. Beach—Mr. Woodley

Judge Neilson—¥Mr. Woodley, at the office

My, Evarts—Yus, Bir,

Judge Neilson—Whereas it did not appear to e Court
that there was any connection between any slips that ex-
fstedd and the papers that Woodley had ever seen, and
that Wodlew did not whintify the slips because be ecounld
not Tead,  That wike the aspect then.

Mr. Evarts—1 don't think, it your Honor please, that
we shiould doubt that when evidenee is prodneed here
in reluttal by them o abow thal thelr press wus sus
pended, and thns furnishing evidence that then: wers Do
slips fiying abont during this period, but that it woukd be
eortainly evidence sontravening that for us to show that
this gentleman and others——

Judge Nefleom—I thiuk yoa ean contradict any afate
ment made by Mr. Wood, or Mr. Andrews, If you will
tarn to the prese stabotuent and call Uhe w iiness’'s alleu-
tiom to it

Mr. Evarta—That bs not our praposition, if your Henor
please.  Our proposidon is this—that they have proved
ot statements bt a wetter of fact, that there was Do
pross 61 wark of theim on the publivation or any ismes,
and have hrought Gt Fyvidenoe as boing mwtenal or 1o
portant enly in Whe aspeet of discrediting or throwing
doubt or cantradietion upoa the stutements of oar Wit
nessen That they lad seen i e form of printed slips e
snlject-matier of Gris sonndal Bow, €hey Laving lnuo-
dueed thst ia the evideuos, we proposs G shyw by thim
gentleman, connected with the Dewspuper press, and by
several other witheeses dependent of him—independeat
@f the eircumetaness f kis sertng the ol ps—Thal alips of
(s Woedimull scundal wars iu elrcnlatkm dorviag the
fummer and Fall of @he year 1972, in and
through the newepupar efese, or some of (hemn, whish
will be mamed, of the (hey of Bew - York, and thai #is
pentleman and (he othem sow them, und know them,
trow their own perosul, te have been of that charaster
Then, of course, if that wasee we have diaplaced all o
gument that Mr. Woodley or others thal mw alips were
wnistakcn 1 thelr statement or false i (helr slatement.
because of the ovidense (hat She specile press of the

Woodhull publisher was still daring that perfod. That Is
the ohject of our present evidence, and thit it would have
that effect If it in admitted, and that It would have that ef-
fect, ma counterpoising and countervalling the rebutting
evidence of this plaintiff, cannot be doubted. And we
are not within the Fule that yon must meet rebutting evi-
dence by the eontradiction of the particular witness in
the fact that he states. If you introduce in answer to
that fuct, newly introduced in thut rebuttal, an opposite
fact that conntervails it, not in the truth of the fuct intro
duced futo the rebuttal, but in ite buport or valie, as
bearing upon the evidence in the ease, it [ strictly within
the line as it seems to ne, of surcebuttal. That is our
proposition,

Judge Neilson—T think we will take the answer, Sir; It
18 & very remote matter.

Mr. Beach—Well, your Honor will please consider this
qnestion before you rule in favoer of this proposition.

This is stricty, Sir, comulative evidenee to that which
was glven upon the defense, They presented the issue in
regard to the circulation of these slips anterior to the
publication in The Woodhull # Claflin Weekly of Novem-
ber, 1872, They gave evidence of this precise character
—identically the same, Sir—that slips of that article were
elreulated and were seen by others daring the preceding
montha to ita publieation. We then content ourselves
with the production of evidence upon that afirmative
issue pregented by the defense, and we prove by Mr. An-
drews that he was the anthor of this article, and did
not Its preparation nntd o fow days before its
publication. And we show, In addition, that between
Bpring and Fall of 1972, not that the press of Woodimil
& (Maflin was suspended, but that the publieation of the
paper wus suspended. And mow they propose, Sie, in
sur-rebuttal, to come (o with this cumulative evidence,
thus npening the isane to which we gave nothing but
ausweriug proof upon our rebuttal.  Now, if your Hemor
in disposed to open the issuss in this ease, and permit
additional evidence to be glven, becaose (f this evidenos
in recrived, we must have an opportunity to meet it, it is
a departure from the ordinary rules of evidence, It i
clearly cumalstive evidencs upon an lssue which they
presented, upon  which they have  the afirmative,
and  worse than that, it is of the same
identical charscter] which they gave upon the opening
of their defense, and which we answered in our reply.
Naw, Bir, there 1s no dispute of this proposition. A refer-
ence to the minntes—the record —will show that this
statement {s strietly aecurate, and your Honor has, here-
wlore, with n good deal of strictneas, (n our replies to the
evidence upou the dofense, rontined ua to the rules of ex-
amination, not having permitted us in » single nstanee
to wander beyond the strictness of those rules ; sod I
submit to your Honor, witn great earneatness, that this
will be the first departure from the application of those
rules which your Honor has made sinee the afirmative
cawen 0n the part of the plaintiff and the defendant have
been produeed.  Sow, pone Honor has made the remark
thit this la extremely remote,

Jadee Neilsou—Well, I wonld like to ask you what
enrthly bearing 1t has upon this case !

Mr. Doach—1 have submiited to yonr Honor heretofors,
Sir, that it has mo hearing upon the issme: that it ds en-
tirely eollaternl, Ther presented that tsue and upon
onr objection yonr Honor recelved that evidence, wiud
after we have, opon eaeh Khde, exliang onr evidence
upon that lsste and rested, you now perniit them to come
in, if you sdmit this avidence, with additlonal proof in
support of their opening upon the defense, and upon a
queation that has but this very distant and collateral bear-
Ing npim the merita of the ksne. T submit to Four Honor
that it would be an {erecularity in the conrse of this
trial which [ shonld very wmnch, regret to have estil-
lishied a8 & precedent o this ease, heenuse, T agsure yonr
Honar, that it s opening an issue which will neces-arily
Tead to a farther protracted investization, sdd we must
ask your Honor, of §ou permit thin depnrttire from the
rulies of evidence, th ZIFE 04 an opportimits W prepare
to meet it 16 tukes uw entirely by sarprise, Sie,

Judge Neilson—T think T will take the general answer,
Repeat this question, Mr. Stenographer. Cun yon find ic !

The Tribmne stenographer [reading] : = Now, Mr. Mills,
hadd you at any time prior to gonr rewling and examina-
tion of this publication, seen the substanes of it 0ty e,
eithir in proof-<lips or other form, hefore that time 1

The Witness—1 hul.

Mr. Fullerton—Well,

Sirt
Judee Nellwon <~ Well, Lot bl say ves or nin

Mr. Fulleston—Well, Sir, that s uot i oonteadietion of
anyihing we have proven,
Judee Neilaon —Well, leave ont the word = sohstianes™

ane moment —the aabstanes of i,

Mo LU Well, leave ot the word ™ substanee.™
e
LIMUTATION OF THE TESTIMONY,

AMr, Morris—Now, if your Honor plinse, ves-
rordas when | wasexamining Mre, Mouiton, anid when 1
padertonk to nsk queations eulling for a contrudietion of
fets, genernl favts, they objeeted, and your Honor som-
v oanstanee, bo reiad the precise angage
and eonfine The o dental of thut, Now,
wWe sy to your Honor if thts genetal question v asked,
It opena the whale door: we lave il we
muint be permittel to bring e withesses hore and fry
that fssue ;. aned yoor Hlonee cannol el nor any one sl
If i eonrse is to be prrsied (o this examination, when
the expumination of e witness will emd  In ne
single 1pstunee in onr rebatial wers we |wrrr||f|w| to
ank W question to disproye a genergl faet inthe t, bt
feEvery instanee wi were met by ad objeetion, amilin
gonr Honor compwelled us to tarn to the
nee and readd the Inognage and put the precise ques-
tion to them.  Now, we submit thit the saine rule shonid
b apiplhed b Kher Uit wis applied to e 1 nof, then
we wan! to put our witnesses spon the stand sein and
pursie the pxamination, We have a nnmber of witnesses
st we desbee to el of this i done, and we shall ask the
vourt to give s the opportanity. We ean eslinist days
upon that subiject if there is——

[Mr Evarts here rose Lo speak, |

Judg Neilson 1 think we bave etgongh apon this seb
Jewt, and 1 wi witness answer Lhis, 1 do not want
ADY TR At nt apon Hie salgect | D sores you pat
the question,

Mr. Evarts—I dn not proposs to argie,

Judge Neilson | bave sabl be ean answer Yos or Na,
nnless yon witluliaw the question

Mr. Evarts—1 am golng to state wlat will e very
agrecable ta vonr Honer I T have an opportaniey ; sod
thaal im, that vunder (his dlatingt theeat of prolongmt ex
amdnation thaet will be given to the sulgect, Twilbdraw
The question.

Judge Neblson—1 recognlze that as g very jndiclons nd
falr pertormance of professional dity on the part of
connusel,

Mr. Evarts -1 agree (o that; a1l these things are rela-
tive, and the mugmitude of @ question be, of course, some-
Thmies sueh as compels ennusel 0 inalst npon ig; at other
thmes it does not, anid 1 oagree they wonld e o vight to
call witnesses an the other side of this gquestion, of this
distinet question, whether there were slips ;. and [ con-
verle that the Interest of the Repnbiie s that we shonld
cotme to an end of this case, | Langhter ]

Judge Netlaon—Yes o that is all, Mr, Witness,

pelled me, inev

videtiow tov g strict

Witneed o,

-
ME. BOWEN RECALLED FOR CROss.EXAMI-
NATION,

Mr. Shearman—IT your Honor please, we de-
site to recall Mr. Bowen for 2 few uotmients for furtisg
cross-examination. | Mr. Bowen took the staml |

By Mr. Shearmun—Me, Bowen, sou were asked on your
previous eross<xamfnation whether yoa recollected an
imterview with Dr, Fdward Eggleston, at your house on
the afternoon of the 26th of Dee,, 1570, after your return
from Mr. Beswher's; | ask you now, whether you atild
have no recolloction of that interview ! A. T have no
recollection : it o possilie, ot T bave no recollectiun
af ir.

Q. Do vou recolleet in saell annteryiew, on that oeea
ston, saying to Dr. Eggleston thut Mr. Beeclier had tokd
vou that an sdopted danghter of Mres. Thton had told Mr.
Heecher thut Mr. Titon bied taken ber ont of ber bed at
nliht, or anything to that éfect ¥ A T have oo recolles
thon of It, Bir ; none whatever,

Q. Nor anyibing in substance ke t? A
whatever.

Mr. shewrman—That Is all

Mr. Fullerton- Mr. Bowen, Wil v dod you wave the
beause of Mr. —

Mr. Shearman—=0Oh, Mr. Fullerton ; one other tatter,

Mr. Fallerton—ertatuly,

By Mr. shesrman—Do you recolicet, Mr. Bowen, after
leaving fhe seene of the arbitration betwenn yvoturse|f aod
Mr. Titon, on April 3, 1872, going away with Mr. (laffin
and Mr. ®tormd AL 1 pecolloet guing with Mr, Siorm, i
not with Mr. Claflin; 1t e possibile, howeser, he misht
have been there, or pear There; we all sent, ns [ peeal-
et about Che anine tuw.

Q- Do you resslbect saying W either aor both of Bhose
aentewoen, of in thelr presenes, that ron desired s bave
the Woslstook lotter seturned (o you and hoped oue of
hem would attend to 1t AL 1 said nothing whate ver on
the subpert, aecording to my recolleetion.

. Do pou pecollect whether Mr. Cladlin peplied to yon
that (hat waa = a matler that Mr. Storrs had bweller gtend
o™ A 1 seeelieet nuthing oo the suldect; 1aw pesk
tine, B you wish m) stateuwnl, that potbing of fhe kind
waseadl.

Judge Nefson—1 so uniderstond you belore, Mr. Bowen,

The Witnose—Yes, Sir; [ so mated before. | desire 0
state further, if 1 did not ot that time, thint motlilng was
sald for two days (seconbing o wy recollection) after e
arbitration.

Notinue

Judgs Nellson—On 1hat mlect !

|
|
|
I
i

The Witness—On that anliject af the Woodstock letter,
and when it was spoken of It was a surprise to me.

Mr. Khearman—Wait & moment. [ move to strike that
out, if your Honor please.

Mr. Morris—It is & proper explanation.

Mr. Beach—Let them strike it out.

Judie Netlson—Well, Ithink it is an explanation, Let
It stand.

Mr, shearman—We excepl ; please note our exception,
[To the Witness.| [ belleve yon have sald that Mr,
storrs brought you the letter—the Woodstock letter? A,

| He i,

Q. il b say to you at that time, when yon proposed
to Keep the letter, that he did not feel at liberty to give it
to you to keep until yon bad published o certain wrticle
in The Independent 1

Mr. Bench—That 18 ohjeeted to, Sir, as being totally Im-
material and Incompetent as to what passed,

By Mr, Shearman—And that he had made that prouilse
to Mr. Tiitem ! A, Nothing whatever of the kind.

Mr. Beach—Wait one moment ; T ohject to the question.

Mr. Ehenrman—I am not going to tight abont 1t; T will
withdraw the question rather then take any time.

Mr. Beach—Well, strike it out ; strike It out.

Judge Neilson—Do you wish to ask Mr. Bowenanything!

Mr. Fullerton—Yes, Sir,

- —a—
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION OF MR. BOWEN.

Mr. Fullerton—Mr. Bowen, what time did yon
leave Mr. Freclund's houge on the 27th, or 26th of Jan.,
1870, after this interview with Mr. Beecher—26th of De-
cember 1

Mr. Evarts—Well, how is this material to onr present
Inquiry 1 This has uothing to do with the questions st
we have asked,

Mr. Fullerton—Oh, yes; it has a good deal to do withir. 4

Mr. Evarts—We have recalled Mr. Bowen in cross-ox-
amination before we put Mr. Eggleaton on the stand W
a8k him certam questions.

Judge Neilson—Well, Mr. Fullerton {8 now confined to
the subiects indieated by yon, I think.

Mr. Evarta—He s now going back to the grneral frame
and progress of the interview between Mr. Beecher and
Mr. Bowen, =

Mr. Beswh—Cun we not contradict the last evidence of
Mr. Freeland 1

Juidiee Netlson—Any witness of thelrs examined since
may be contradicted.

Mr. Fullerton—Yonr Honor will pereeiva that they
asked Mr. Rowen with reference to an interview with Dr.
Eggleston after be loft Me. Froeland’s. T think It is com-
petent for us to know what tine of uight be left there, a8
wartng upon that matter,

Judge Neilson—Yen; If it was 12 o’elock it wonld be s
cirenmatance, unless Mr, Eggleston keeps gond hours.

Mr. Fullerton—That i what I want to find out, Sir;
what hours he did keep. [To the witness.| What time
aid you leave Mr. Froeland's thatnight? A, What night
do yon refer tol?

Q. Om the 26th of December, 1870, after yonr interview
with Mr. Beecher, A. I do not recellect the preclse hour;
but it was hefare evening.

@ It was hefore evening! A, It waa betore 8 o'clock.

Q. That you left 1 A That I left Mr. Freeland's house,

@ What time did yon arrive at the house! A. I shouid
suy, perhaps before half-past 6 ab the latest, not later
thitn half-past 6

Q. What time did yon arrive at Mr. Freeland's house 1
A, Aceording to my reeollection 1t was 4 or §o'clock, T
am not certain which, and the interview waa prolanged
somo time, perhape su hour, perliups more, possibly o
Httle lesa,

. Now, haw soon after the signing of fhe © Triparfite
Agrecment " did you bear of the Woodstook letter 1 A,
Not until two davs after; Tean give the particnlarsif [
am permultted to by your Honor.

Mr. Fullerton—1 wish yon would give the particuiar.

My, Evarta—I ohjeet to that—what were the partict
lurs. The inquiry s as to the date,

Mr, Fullerton—Yes ; [ want to know Low Mr. Bowen
peenllects that It wun two days after,

Mr. Evarts=That is not necessary.

Mr, Fullerton--Oh, yes ; it 18

I Witness—T recallset very distinetly.

Mr. Fullerton—The witness bas o right to fortify him-
wlf when he gives o date, by showing some cowjetent
cirenmstanve whieli enables him to give it.

Mr. Evarts—Well, it 1s just what we have discnssed
aver awd over again, thas & witness eannot be ocorrobo-
patesd excopt whon thete estimony b reduced throngh
wimwe torm of contradietion, He says be recallects dis-
duetly that it was two duys afterwards,  We have not
e any eonteoyersy ae o the dile that it was delivered
to bhim.

Me, Fullerton—T am asking when he first heard of the
Waonnlstoek letrer,

Mr. Evirta—ITe aid it waa when it was delivered to
Tim,

My Fullerton— Now, 1 ask him how he is rnabled to fix
the time when e tirst heard of the Woodsfock letter,

Mr, Beuch—Why, =ir, the rule of rebuttil evidencs dors
not apply to this; they enll this witness for additionad ¢x-
it ingtion, and they a8k him in regand to the Woodstork
wetter sl the trunsscton concernimg 1f, and we eer-
iy Have a cight to draw ont all his knowledge on that
alijeet, If noecssary, fnanswaer fo e dr eross e xamination ;

Mr. Fallerton—Now, T shall have to reeall you, Mr
FBawen, after the examination of Mr. Fgzieston, and if
you will be kind enongh to remaln you will ohlige me.

——

EDWARD EGGLESTON RECALLED.

By Mr. Shearman—Dr. Eggleston, I have an
fmpression that your occnpation has changed sinee you
were on the stand before. Wil Fou state how you are aow
at present engaged ! JA. Well, Sir, when [ was here before
I said I wis lecturer, suthor, anid clergyman ; now, Iasm
prineipally clergyman, Sir; the lecturer and autbor heve
rather been sunk out of slght, [ belleve,

Q Are you pastor of any church? A. T am pastar,
Bir,

Q. Of what chnreh 1

Mr. Bencli—Well, we olijeet 1o golng into the history of
this gentleman ; 1 don't koow what it s in seply o

Judge Neflaon—The witness bas not bad Ume Lo Wrile &
ook since he was here, [Langhter.]

By Mr. Shearman- Of what chureli are yon pastor ¥

Mr. Beach—I objrot to it

Mr. Evartz—Then, we will have to argue it

Judge Nellson—No, [ rmle 1§ out without argument
He 18 pastor of come church, and we bave no curiosily
what It (s

Mr. Evarts—We hnve a right toshow what the witneas's
position and emjloy ment (8.

Judge Nedson—Well, that was asked when Le was bere
before,

Mr. Evarts—Well, it has changed.

Judge Nellwon—That is oot e sulidect of crltiekan.

My, Evarta—I ngree ; but it would oot take three mine
ut w to find out what chund,

Mr. Beach—That s no argument in favor of it

Mr. Bhearman—Your [onor rules it eut, and we sxcepl

Judge Nellson—1 can't ses that it ls materia', now.

By Mr. Shearmiun—In December, 1870, did you bave
any business felations with Mr. Heary ¢ Lowend A 1
i, 8tr,

Q. What were they |

Mr. Beach—1 oliject 1o that,

Judge Neilmon—0Oh ! we will take that, Sir,

Mr, Beach—The business relations of thus gentiamas
with Mr. Boweun !

Judge Netlson—VYes, by way of bringing Lim In eoD-
tact with him, I suppose.

By Mr. Shearman—What were these relations? AL 1
was hisemploye; | wos cmployed by Mr. Bowen.

Q Inwhat capmeliy t A, [nthe early part of Decemn.
ber, Sir, s literary editor of The Imdependent, and the
lstter part of Decem ber | waa soperintending cditar.

Q Did Mr. Bowen make an appointiment with you for
Mouday, Deestaber 20, a8 hin hovise 1

Mr. Fullerton—Now, that is & leading question.

Mr. Shearman—I noderstand T am obllged to ask in
thin form, I rfer o & question and answer of Mr,
Bowen.,

Judge Nellson—Well, answer that

The Witneas— 11 is my recolleetion fhat he did, Sir. bat
Tam not positive that my moeting on Monday was hy

appointment.
| ———

MR, BOWEN CONTRADICTEI.

Q. Do yon recolleet whether you were at
Mr. Bowen's bouse oo the 26th of Decembert A, 1 was,
#ir.

Q. How often were von there? A My recollertion s
that T was there twice,

Q. On that day ! A. Yes, dir.

Q. At what ume frst did yon see Mr. Howen? &1
wua thers—I wish to eorrecé my previons answer, Mr.
Shearman—T ought o say | waa there three times, o
cluding ouce that [ found Mr. Bowen engagal.

Q. Three tmes, inclnding once that you found Mr,
Bowen engaged ! A Yes, Sir; thut s my recoliection.

Q And one of the times you did not see him; whad
nour did von tiret sca Mr. Bowen en the 26th of Docen:
ber? A, Well, #1r, [ could oot 8x the preciso beus ; it
was o the afternoon.

Q. Waa Mr. Bowen then putting om hia hoots to go oatd
A. Yes, Sir, he was putting on his boota: my reccllee
tion is that it was 1o go out; I remewber the aof ; the
pieture is npon my mind.

Q. DAd Mr. Bowen theu say to yon, “ If Mr. Tilioo s se
bad ae we think he is, he talks excesdingly well 1

Mr. Beach—Thnt (s oljeoted to, Bir,

Mr, Shearman—Om wlat gronml

Judge Neilson—That inguiry was put to Mr. Howen

Mr. Deach—Well, Sir, it 18 entirely eollateral.  Bupposs
It was: what has the declarniion of Mr. Bowen (o pogard
to Mr. Titon to do bere ¥

Judie Neilson—Nothing, except aa connected with the
proposed visit, If it was so.

Mr. Besch—Well, 8ir, there ia no conpection atall be-
tween the two, Mr. Bowen may have exprossed favor
abile or unfavorable opinions of Mr. Tilton, aud are they
to be gotten in upon this wlea of contradlcting bim, ~

Judge Neils m—Nn, Sir.

Mr. Beach—Arfer they ask him whether he made thoss
declarations and he snys le did pot, cap they @t therm in
upon the iles of contradicting blim upon that immateria
anil irrelesant matter !

Judige Netlson—"The only materiality in conneetion with
this question is the time when Mr, Bowen wont W Mr
Freeland's and when he returned.

Mr. Besch—Well, =ir, ki declaration bas nothing te de

1 repest, Siv, that the rule i regand o elinttiug evilence | wien that.

dowes ot apply.

Mr. Evarta—I hawe not sald anything ahout that rile,

M Beach—=Well, T hive,

Mr. Fvarts—1 have sanl—

Me. Fullerton—"The gentloman teies to get the advan-
siaee of 11 without snying anyvthing ahont it

Mr. Lvarts—bit this 18 not in auawer to angtling that
wo show,

M. Beach—T say it 15 4 proposition in answer to what
vou estabiished s that bis Honor his pepeatediy rilad on
[l spestlon, whereis thist questione has not been twfore
I

Mr. FEvarts—It was not that question of rebnttal T wan
valkine of; It wns the corroborating of witneased, Wo
were ot permitted to do it by Mra. Oviegton yeaterday,
the very point that we tried to get in—why she knew
this, that, wud the other; 1t waa ot slowed: it ls pre-
cisely the swine maiter that is now proposed by this geu-
Heman,

Juslge Neilson—T think we have the answer sufflciently
frome This wittess,

Mr. Fullerton - How Siet

Judige Setlsan ! i & we bave the answer sufficlently
from thin WilTiess,

Mr. Fullerton—Well, yonr Honor will recollect that yes-
terdny, when Dencon Freeland wadd that he kmew a coer-
tain meeting took place the last week m Junuary of a
certain year, that hie was permitted to say why, and did
w0y it was besanse they had prayermeeting that week;
anid when it turned out that shey prayed fonr timeain
a moutl in Plymouth Churel, then he was enabled to
2o further and stute why e Knew it was o the lust week
uf Junmary, =6,

Judge Nellsoni—To wit, the shaking of hande.

Mr. Follerton—The shaking of hanids, yes, Sir,

Tuilee Neilson—Well, 1 remember that now, 8lr; take
this answer,

Mr. Evarte—That was on their cross-exsmination, and
then on the reslirect,

Me. Beseh—No, Sir, it was in answer o Mr, Shearman
that it was gven.

Mr. Evarts—That ie what I say ; on the re<lirect.

Mr. Shearman—1 asked the same question on the re-
direvt which they had asked on the cross; that is why I
waa allowed to oek that. Now, It we had asked Mr.
Bowen why he remembered, and be biad given an lnper-
tect mnswoer, they woild have the right to ask the same
question again. But pow Mr. Bowen s o the posrtion
with them which Mr= Ovington was with us, wnd we
were oot allowed to ask just that question.

Juiliee Netlwon—1 think M. Oviogton was allowed to
sinte, the witness having been so long on the plaze to
wet out of the beat, that it was a hot place, and the hot-
test place In the bouse; | think we will take this apswer.

Iy Mr. Fnlerton—Now, Mr. Dowen, how are yon
euabibed to state that It wis two days after the sigmog of
the * Tripurfite Agreement,” [To Mr. Shearman who
was hegming to apeak.] One moment, If you plesse,
Mr. Bheurman ; [ wisn you would only speak when we
ot throngl, or when I got through, [To the witns.]
How are you enabied 1o state that it was twe days after
the swmipg of the * Tripartite Agrecment” when pen

| tirst heard of the Woodstock letter! A, One of the

arhttrasom, Mr. Clrrlgg Storrs, came into oy offics and
madd, = 1 have some for you, Mr. Bowen,” using that
cxpremdon, |sald, * What Is (14" Sald be, * Tt |s e
aard W e Woodstock letter.” *Well® sald I,
~what hawe you to say sbout fhe Woodesook
jetter® “1 am going o get It and sesura
it wo you.” “Well,” said I, * I should like to bave w.™ 1
am wot posdMive, o0 @ moment's reflecton, whether he
il * 1 wm @eing o evt 1 or * 1 have gut IL" When e
talid mee thest, he (M Dot bBamd me the letter, bog, after
stating that fact, e either produced the ketlor of Chet
thowe=birt T Ll to recollect that puint—er ke went sud
o got 10 10 was Lrought to me or delivered to me ot
sl thnie, ar wery near that time; wben be brougit the
Jester o me [ wok 1t and read it and put it 1o my sals.
The uext day or day following My, Blorrs same lo e
Al sl me for that letter,

Mr. Evarts—We sbjeel do thin

By Mr. Fallerton—Was it an unsonditional deRvesy of
fhe Woodstock letter to yout! A Ap uncondimounl do-
livery.

Q. And yon took possession of it 1 A, T took poasesdon
of it and put it i Wy sete aud leeked it 10 e safe ; that

Judawe Neilson—1 cannot take the declaration

Mr. Shearman—Yonr Hopor will allow me a moment
[ whs simply rending in seutences part of @ couversalion
i1t i clearly materiul,

Judge Neilson—Well, any opinion expreescd then by
Mr. Bowen cannot be recelved even if this withess re
members it, and althongh Mr. Bowen did uot rememiber I

Mr, Shearman—Well, it ls 3 part of & conversation thay
I8 ciearly matertal, The whole sonversation 1s this: Me
Bowen 18 asked whether Mr. Fggheston fournd him potting
on his boots ; whether Mr. Bowen sald, * [ Tilton i» 0
Tt s we think be s, e talks ezeoedingy well ;" whether
e then asked Mr. Egglestan to go down and we o ertaln
lady, whom he named, and whetber be then sad to Mr
Fegleston, tapping Lite pockit, that be had @ letter frow
Tilton to Beecler,

Judge Neilson—Well, that is the point where you van
take up the examination.

By Mr. Shearman—Well, Mr. Eggleaton, did Mr. Rowen
#ay to you o subsinnce that be had o letter from THios
tu Bescher, tapping his porket at the thinel A. To the
best of my recollection be did, Sir; 1 don't recollect that
pirt of the conversailon so vividiy ws the other, but 1
remember—a temurk  soelling Uke thal s o py
memory.

Q. Well, Bir, did son return agnin that evening to Mr.
Bowen's house ! A, 1 did, Sir; that ls my reeolicetion,

Q. About what tlue wes that! A 1 don't remember,
Bir, af what time Leame. 1 waited for Mr. Bowen—1I
don’t know whether | am allowed to go on—1 walted for
Mr. Howen until, 1 think, past bls dmner hout, 6 o'cluck,
when be came (u—-abont the time that he said,

Q. Waa it after dark when be came il A, 1t was affer
dark, ®ir.

. Dt Mr. Bowen then say to yon, “ [ have just been
Tevs her's; bsis a good friend of mine and of yonrs; he w
delighted thst Tliton Is removed ; he says that be is the
worst man in the world, and that Mra. TUten s & salng
guing to heaven before her dme.”

Mr. Bedeh—1 olyeet 1o that question.

Judge Netlson—We will take that.

A. The latter part of that | remember vory dis@uetiy,
that be sald precisely those words; the foroer part in
substanes ; whether he said be bad “been to Beecher's®
or * to see Beecher,” 1T would not like to ewear positively.
My nopression is that it e aa you have stated, but 1 wonld
not say with positiveuess that be sald be bad boen * w
Bewscher's."”

Q. Which is the Iniier part, that yousay is acenrate!
A, That he satd that Mr. Becelier sabd that Mr. Tilton
wits the ** worst man in the world ; that is my recollec-
tion; then, [ remember this phrase: * Aod that Mrs. T1-
ton is & salnt, going to heaven pefore ber time:” thasl
remetnber to be procisely the words; 1 think [ cannot be
wistaken about that.

. What m your recollection as to the phrase, * Mr
Heecher s @ good fricud of mine and of yourn 1" A. I ap
yery positdve 1o reference to that.

Q. What 1s your recollection abont these words: “ He
in delighted that Tiltou is vemeved P A. He suid thatl
sulstance, Bir,

Q. Now, did Mr. Bowen st the same time say to yow
that Mr. Beocher had told hun Borrible shings ubout T
tan! A. Yes, 8ir; in substsnoe that EHe said— things
that wess Dorrsble ™ wos the plurase, o souweibing like
it

Q. Did be st the same mberview say to you that Mr.
Peecber bad told him that an sdopted daugliter of Mrs.
14lton had sold Mrs. Beecher that Mr. Tlton had taken
Ler eat of Ler Ded st night, er snything Lo that efact?
A To the beat of my recollection It was ot that interview,
standing a the dour, and in thet compoetien, that be sald
te me jmst about what you heve read, fimt an adopted
dawghter of Mrs. Tlton bad teld Mrs Beeclier (this was
v 10 me as something that Mr. Beodher bad just told
Bias; that e my recoliection) thet Me. Tiltun bad taken
Ler out of bed ot night wnd cassted Sor 60 Lis rovns.

M. tidmearmaan—That ia all
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By Mr. Fullerton—You dowt resellect, I un-
dosstand you, whetler Mr. Bowen sald he bad beem o
Mr. Boecher, or thit be kad bean to ses Mr. Boocher | A
My Wwclination s Ww—

was s ot | heard of it

Q I deu't aah for your inclinations; | an sven @



